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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following NON FINAL Office Action is in response to Applicant's submission 
received November 20, 2003. Claims 1-20 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed Invention Is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

As to claims 9-15, a system is recited in the preamble. However, the system 
does not contain any physical structure, comprising only of various non-statutory 
software means. 

As to claims 16-20, a computer readable medium is recited in the preamble. 
However, computer readable media includes, according to page 22 of the specification, 
"transmission-type media, such as digital and analog communications ... such as ... 
radio frequency and light wave transmissions." Therefore, the claims are directed 
towards non-statutory signals. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 2, 4, 6, 9-15, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragrapli, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claim 2, it is unclear if the local times included in the calendar view means 
that each meeting for that day is shown in its local time zone (e.g. April 2nd: Detroit 
meeting - 10 am EST, Chicago meeting 10 am CST), or if the meeting's time data are 
each associated with a particular time zone (e.g. when in Detroit, the schedule says: 
Detroit meeting 10 am, Chicago meeting 1 1 am). For purposes of examination, the 
Examiner will construe the claim as intending the latter. 

As to claim 4, location information for a potential participant is obtained. 
However, in claim 3, location information already collect from a set of potential 
participants. It is unclear if Applicant intends that the participant of claim 4 belongs to 
the set of participants in claim 3. If so, then why is the data being obtained again? For 
purposes of examination, the Examiner will construe the claim as intending that the 
participant of claim 4 belongs to the set in claim 3, and that his or her information is not 
re-obtained, but merely used. 

As to claim 6, the "obtaining step" of claim 1 is further limited. However, there is 
not obtaining step in claim 1 . Therefore, it is unclear what Applicant intends to claim as 
there is no basis for this limitation. 

As to claims 9-15, various "means for" are claimed, but there is no support for 
their corresponding structure in the specification, as required by § 1 12, 6th paragraph. 
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The Examiner requests Applicant to eitlier particularly point out the corresponding 
structures in the specification or remove the "means for" language. 

Claims 11,13, and 18 have similar deficiencies as claims 4, 6, and 4, 
respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-3, 6, 8-10, 13, 15-17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Lapuyade et al. (US 7,219,109) (hereinafter Lapuyade). 

As to claim 1 . Lapuvade discloses a method in a data processing system for 
managing scheduling information in a calendar program, the method comprising: 

storing location information with scheduling information for a user, wherein the 
location information includes a time zone associated with a location for the user for a 
particular day ( see Fig. 2, noting the event has a time zone associated with it); and 

presenting a calendar view for the user with meetings being shown using a local 
time using the time zone associated with the location of the user (see id., noting the 
calendar in the background, the meeting item storing time zone data). 
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As to claim 2, Lapuvade discloses the user is present in multiple time zones for 
the particular day and wherein the calendar view includes local times for each of the 
multiple time zones (see Fig. 10, noting that the calendar view displays times in 
whatever the current time zone is; see also Fig. 1 1 , noting that the time zone updates 
according to which time zone the user enters). 

As to claim 3, Lapuvade discloses: 

obtaining location information for a set of potential participants for a meeting (see 
col. 8, lines 5-14, noting that there are two potential participants for a phone meeting, 
one in France, and one in California); and 

responsive to the user selecting a proposed meeting time for the particular day, 
displaying the meeting time for a potential participant in the set of potential participants 
using a local time for the potential participant on the particular day (see id., noting that 
both users see the scheduled meeting time in their respective time zone). 

6. The method of claim i, wherein the obtaining step is initiated in response to the 
user identifying the set of potential participants. 

As to claim 8, Lapuyade discloses the location information is stored locally in the 
data processing system (see col. 6, lines 44-62, noting the system stores the data 
locally). 

Claims 9 and 10 are rejected for similar reasons as claims 1 and 2. 

Claim 13 is rejected for similar reasons as claim 6. 

Claim 15 is rejected for similar reasons as claim 8. 

Claims 16 and 17 are rejected for similar reasons as claims 1 and 2. 
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Claim 20 is rejected for similar reasons as claim 8. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

10. Claims 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 14, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lapuyade, as applied to claims 1 , 9, and 16 above, in view of 
Examiner's Official Notice. 

As to claim 4, Lapuyade discloses: 

obtaining location information for a potential participant for a meeting ( see Fig. 2, 
noting that location information for the user for a meeting with Yoshida is obtained); 
But Lapuvade fails to explicitly disclose: 
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determining wlietlier a day is present in wliicli tlie user and the potential 
participant are in a common location; and 

responsive to the day being present, scheduling a meeting between the user and 
the potential participant on the day. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known to 
schedule meetings between people who are in a common location. For example If a 
person is traveling, and knows a friend at the place she is traveling, then the traveler will 
often call or email the friend to meet for lunch. 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill In the art 
at the time of Invention to specify that a meeting with location information In Lapuvade 
would be scheduled when people are in a common location because such occurrences 
are ubiquitous. 

As to claim 5, Lapuvade falls to explicitly disclose displaying an indication of 
business hours for each day based on the location information. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known to 
display business hours using a local time zone. For example, businesses often post 

their hours near the entrance In a local time zone, so that people know when the 
business Is open for business. Additionally, users of calendars often display their 
business hours so that other users looking at their calendar know when they are at 
work. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to specify that the calendar of Lapuvade displayed a user's 
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business liours using a time zone for the purpose of allowing others to know their 
worl<ing hours. 

As to claim 7, Lapuvade fails to explicitly disclose displaying an indication of 
holidays based on the location information, wherein a holiday for a selected day is 
based on a location of the user on the selected day. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known to 
present holiday information on a calendar, the holiday information based on the location 
in which the user is. For example, paper calendars for years have placed holidays in 
the appropriate days. Calendars bought in one country differ than calendars bought in 
another, reflecting the differences in holidays by different locales. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention for the calendar in Lapuvade to include holiday information that 
was based upon location, for the purpose of providing holiday information relevant to 
the user's current location. 

Claims 11 and 18 are rejected for similar reasons as claim 4. 

Claims 12 and 19 are rejected for similar reasons as claim 5. 

Claim 14 is rejected for similar reasons as claim 7. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Miller et al. (US 2003/0054325) disclose automatically changing the time of 
appointments based upon a change in the user's time zone. 

Elsey et al. (US 2003/0088427) disclose synchronizing the time of appointments 
when multiple users access data across multiple time zones. 

Fu et al. (US 5,845,257) disclose scheduling and tracking events across multiple 
time zones. 

Hetherington et al. (US 6,275,810) disclose scheduling holidays corresponding to 
a set of holidays specific to a given locale. 

Sparer et al. (US 2005/0216639) disclose establishing a separate time zone for 
each user such that each appointment show information in that particular user's time 
zone. 

Blair et al. (US 6,1 1 1 ,572) disclose locale-sensitive calendars. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William V. Saindon whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3026. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5; alt. Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tarlq Haflz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/wvs/ 

/Jonathan G. Sterrett/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



